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REMARKS 

The Office Action dated December 19. 2005, has been received and carefully considered. 
Reconsideration of the outstanding rejections in the present application is also respectfully 
requested based on the foUowing remarks. 

Applicant respectfiiUy submits diat clainis 91-95 ~ which were added by Applicant in the 
response dated September 15. 2005 - have not been acknowledged or substantively addressed by 
the Examiner. Applicant believes that diese claims are allowable over the cited references, and 
respectfully requests acknowledgement of allowance in the next Office Action. However, in the 
unlikely event that the Examiner rejects these claims in the next Office Action, Applicant 
respectfully submits that the next Office Action cannot be final so that Applicant wiU have ^ 
sufficient opportunity to respond to any rejections or objections of claims 91-95. ^ 
L XHE OBVIOIT SNESS RRTFCTION OF TT ATMS i.on ^ 
On page 3 of the Office Action, claims 1-12, 14-22, 24-34. 43-78, 81-88 and 90 m 

were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Savage. U.S. PubHcation No. g 
2002/0026394 in view of Schlect, U.S. Patent No. 2,035,285 and Langhammer. U.S. Publication 
No. 2002/0099622. On page 7 of the Office Action, claims 1 3. 23, 35. 42. 79. 80 and 89 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Savage in view of Schlect. 
Langhammer. and further in view of Remington, U.S. Patent No. 6,070,150 or Veideramo. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,230,145. These rejections are hereby respectfully traversed. 

As stated in MPEP § 2143. to establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic 
criteria must be met. First, there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in die references 
themselves or in die knowledge generaUy available to one of ordinary skiU in the art. to modify 
the reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectati 
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of success. Finally, the prior ait reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest 
all the claim limitations. The teaching or suggestion to make the claimed combination and the 
reasonable expectation of success must both be found in the prior art. not in appHcant's 
disclosure. In re Vaeck, 947 F.2d 488. 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fted. Qr. 1991). 
A. Independent claims 1, 25, 48 and 67 

Regarding independent claims 1, 25, 48 and 67. the Examiner asserts that Savage teaches 
a method for an ordering and payment allocation system for a seUer, the method comprising the 
acts of; 

a database ^age 6, paragraph 0057); 

a network interface coupled to the conununications network (page 6, paragraph 0057); 

a processor, the processor executing fijnciions which include (page 6, paragraph 0057): 

receiving two or more orders from at least one buyer, the oiders corresponding to more 
than one subsidiary of the seUer (page 8, paragraph 0067); 

evaluating the at least one order against one or more criteria, orders which meet the one 
or more criteria being ^proved (page 9, paragraph 0079); 

booking the approved orders (page 10, paragraph 0079); 

consolidating the orders into a consolidated invoice (page 15, paragraph 0108); 

making die consolidated invoice available to the at least one buyer (page 15, paragraph 

0110); 

receiving an indication from the at least one buyer as to which of the orders a payment is 
being approved (page 15, paragraph 0111 and page II, paragraph 0086-0087); and 

allocating the payments to a corresponding subsidiary for which the payment has been 
made (page 15, paragraph 01 1 1), 
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I. "receiving two or more orders from at least one buyer, the orders 
corresponding to more than one subsidiary of the seller" 

Applicants respectfully submit that Savage does not teach or suggest the claimed step of 

receiving two or more orders from at least one buyer, the orders corresponding to more than one 

subsidiary of the seUer," as expressly recited in independent claims 1 and 67. While Savage 

discloses that order data may be captured, it fails to teach or suggest any fearare or functionality 

that receives two or more ordt^rs fron. at least nn^ u,y.r where such orders correspond to more 

than one subsidiary of the .seller . For example, the excerpt from Savage cited by the Examiner 

generally discloses a system where one customer orders from one retail company, as opposed to 

the claims 1 and 67. which recite receiving two or more orders ftom at least one buyer the orders 

corresponding to more than one subsidiary of the seller: 

In an embodknem of the present invention, the data elements stored by database 
136 include order number, customer number, date ordered (and effectivity dates), 
and a list of bundles, products, and/or components ordered. Data elements also 
mclude method of payment (mvoice, credit card), billing preference (separate or 
combined biU, paper fax, or electronic bill), order status for each component 
ordered, includmg supply chain vendor number, supply chain vendor order 
number, and order statiis, and detailed information required for each component, 
such as phone number for long distance, address for electricity, etc. The data 
elements further include pricing information (and effective dates) for each 
component ordered and the discount to be appHed for any bundles. The system 
uses a data model with a relationship between the customer 1 10, orders, bundles, 
product, component, and discount The relationship between these tables 
describes which customers purchased which retafl company's bundles, products 
and/or components. The customer 1 10 can place an order to purchase one or more 
bundles, products, orcon^Kjnents. Bundles and prtxlucts enable the retail 
company 234 to combine one or more services into a smgle offering. Products are 
defined as one or more components and bundles are defined as one or more 
products. Bundle and product pricing is the sum of the prices of all the 
components within the bundle/product minus any discount applied for purchasing 
a bundle. rr r & 

See, Savage. Page 8. \ 0067. Accordingly. Applicants respectfully submit that independent 
claims 1 and 67 are allowable over the cited references for at least die reasons set fortii above. 
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2. "consolidaHng the orders into a consolidated invoice " and "generating a 
consolidated invoice based on the approved orders" 

Applicants further respectfully submit that Savage does not teach or suggest the step of 

"consolidating the orders into a consoUdated invoice," as expressly recited in independent claims 

I and 67. and "generating a consolidated invoice based on die approved orders," as expressly 

recited in claims 2 and 48. Rather. Savage merely teaches dae step of formatting a statement 

fro™ aggregated hiTl Hnta, rather than ftom "orders"; 

In an embodiment of the present invention, the statement generation system 164 
receives asgreggtedbiUdata, formats a statement, and renders the statement. 
The aggregated bill data is received, validated, and stored by the financial 
institution's system 1 14. The statement is formatted by identifying the customer 
format requirements for the individual customer 1 10 and formatting a universal 
statement Rendering die statement involves identifying customer delivery 
requirements for die individual customer 1 10 and delivering the universal 
statement, for example, by print; mail. fax. or die Intemet. Once the usage bill is 
calculated and taxes appUed, ownership of die receivable is purchased by die 
financial institution. The financial institution 100 establishes a consumer 
agreement to define die credit relationship, payment requirements and rights and 
obUgations. The receivable is purchased at a discount rate, including anticipated 
net bad debt, financing and servicing costs. The utility compensates die financial 
mstitudon 100 for "exceptional" bad debt losses and adjustments to cost of 
funding changes. Bill adjustments are returned to the retaUer. Charges are posted 
to die consumer's combined billing account mondily, or in a manner similar to 
calling card charges. Each month's charges are due in full. Unpaid balances are 
subject to die terms and conditions defined by the financial institution 100 in die 
consumer agreement. Financing options may be added. 

See, Savage, Page 15. "J 0108 (emphasis added). 

While Applicants agree diat Savage discloses a mediod and system diat automatically 
formats a combined bill from aggregated account nharf^Ac (see Absti^t). Applicant respectfully 
submits such a disclosure does not teach or suggest die steps of "consolidating ... orders into 
consolidated invoice " or "generating a consolidated invoice based on ... a pp roved order.,. " 
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expressly recited in each of the»iffdSpfeTmWiSW^Sa^ there is no teaching or 
suggesUon in Savage that "orders" are themselves into a consolidated invoice, or that a 
consolidated invoice is generated based on "approved orders." Rather. Savage merely teaches 
generating a statement from aggregated account charges that are generated or become available 
after an order has been placed. The claimed invention, on the other hand, generates a consolidate 
invoice based on orders. Further, to the extent that Savage discloses features or functionaUty that 
relate to order-processing. Applicants respectfully submit that there is no teaching or suggestion 
in Savage that such processing includes the consolidation of such orders into a consolidated 
invoice or the generation of consoUdated invoices based on oixlers received. 

Accordingly. Applicants respectfully submit that independent claims 1, 25, 48 and 67 are 
allowable over the cited references for at least the reasons set forth above. 

3. "receiving an indication from the at least one buyer as to which of the 
orders a payment is being approved" and "receiving an approval 
indication from the buying organization, the approval indication including 
an identification of those booked orders for which payment is authorized" 

Applicants further respectfully submit that Savage does not teach or suggest the step of 

"receiving an indication from at least one buyer as to which of the orders a payment is being 

approved." as expressly recited in independent claims 1 and 67, and "receiving an approval 

indication from the buying organization, the approval indication including an identification of 

those booked orders for which payment is authorized," as expressly recited in claims 25 and 48. 

Rather. Applicants respectfully submit tiiat Savage merely discloses the receipt of payments and 

related processes, generally, but faUs to teach or suggest any feature or functionality that receives 

an indication from at least one buyer as to which of the orders a payment is being approved, or 

receives an approval indicaUon from the buying organization that includes an identification of 

those booked orders for which payment is authorized. For example, no teaching or suggestion is 
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made that the payment indicates which of the orders is approved for payment, or that it 

comprises an approval indication including an indication of booked orders authorized for 

payment. The following excerpt demonstrates Savage's deficiency in this regard: 

In an embodiment of the present invention^ the payment processing system 
receives payments, posts payments to account, and piwesses- Payments are 
received, for example, by check, autopay, or die Intemet. Payments are validated, 
and exceptions are processed. Payments are posted to accounts by applying 
payment amounts to accounts and decreasing the balance in accordance to the 
amount paid. Processing address changes includes receiving address changes and 
applying address changes to the customer database 184. The receivable 
management system involves financing; account management, risk management, 
and collections. Financing includes, for example, identifying client charges, 
applying pricing rules, forwarding payment to clients, and performing audits, as 
well as funding. 

See, Savage, Page 15, 1 1 11. 

Paragraphs 0087 and 0088 of Savage describes steps for handling customer bill 

incorrect rate and incorrect usage inquiries, not the specific step of "^receiving an indication 

from at least one buyer as to which of the orders a payment is being approved," as expressly 

recited in independent clarnis 1 and 67, or "receiving an approval indication from the buying 

organizadon. the approval indication including an identification of those booked orders for 

which payment is authorised,'* as expressly recited in claims 25 and 48: 

[0087J FIG, 14 is a flow chart which provides further detail regarding the process 
of the customer 1 10 presenting a bill inquiry and adjustment regarding energy 
usage for an embodiment of the present invention- Refeixing to FIG. 14, the 
customer 1 10 sends a bill mquiry to the CSR lOl at S80. At S81 , the CSR 101 
receives die inquiry, gadiers customer data, and logs the inquiry to the dispute 
tracking database 122. The CSR 101 also accesses the U-bill system 164, renieves 
die customer bill record, and reviews the bill with the customer 1 10. FIG. 15 is a 
flow chart which provides further detail regarding the process of bill inquiry and 
adjustment regarding energy usage where the inquiry relates to an incorrect rate. 
for an embodiment of the present invention. Referring to FIG, 15, at S90, the 
customer 1 10 reviews the bill and sends an incorrect rate inquiry to the CSR 101 . 
At S91, die CSR 101 receives the inquiry, verifies the vendor's methods and 
procedures from the vendor methods and procedures database 176, and sends a 
correct rate reqnest to the order entry system 1 16 and die bill calculator 146. The 
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bill calculator 146 receives the correct rate, calculates a credit due, and sends a 
credit to account to the CSR 101 at S92. At S93, the CSR 101 receives and logs 
the credit account to the CAP system 142. 

[0088] FIG. 16 is a flow chart which provides further detail regarding the process 
of bill inquiry and adjustment regarding energy usage where the inquiry relates to 
incorrect usage for an embodiment of the present invention. Referring to FIG. 16, 
die customer 1 10 reviews the bill and sends an incorrect usage inquiry to the CSR 
101 at SIOO. At SlOl, the CSR 101 receives atid logs the disputed charge to the 
CAP system 142. The CAP system 142 receives and sends the disputed charge to 
tlie dispute tracking system 122 at S 102. The dispute tracking system 122 receives 
the disputed charge and generates a dispute tracking number to the CSR 101 at 
S103. The CSR 101 receives the dispute tracking number and generates a meter 
re-read request to the wires and pipes database 194 at S104. The wires and pipes 
database 194 receives the request and sends a re-read message to a vendor 
technician at S105. The vendor technician receives the message, re-reads the 
meter and logs the re-read dam to the wires and pipes database 194 at S106. The 
wires and pipes database 194 receives the data and generates a re-read data flat 
file to the energy bill calculator 146 at S107. At S108, the energy bill calculator 
146 receives the flat file, logs to the dispute tracking system 122, makes a bill 
adjustment, and sends the bill adjustment to the retail company bill aggregator 
124. The retail biU company aggregator 124 receives the bill adjustment and 
sends the bill adjustment to the CAP system 142 at Si 09. The CAP system 142 
receives the biU adjustment, logs the resolved disputed item, and sends the biU 
adjustment to the dispute tracking system 122 at SUC. At Sill, the dispute 
tracking system 122 receives the biU adjustment and closes out the disputed item. 

See Savage, Paragraphs, 0087 and 0088. 

Applicant respectfiilly submits that the receipt and processing of bill inquiries that relate 

to incorrect rates and incorrect usages, as performed by Savage, is not the same as "receiving an 

indication, from at least one buyer as to which of the orders a payment is being approved." as 

expressly recited in independent claims 1 and 67, or "receiving an approval indication from the 

buying organization, the approval indication including an identification of those booked orders 

for which payment is authorized," as expressly recited in claims 25 and 48. That is. Applicant 

respectfully submits that processing bill complaints is not the same as processing onler 

approvals. Moreover. Savage involves processing baicomolaints . where the claimed systems 

and methods relate to processing order approvak . Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit 
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that Savage fails to teach or suggest the step of "receiving an indication from at least one buyer 
as to which of the orders a payment is being approved," or "receiving an approval indication 
from the buying organization, the approval mdication including an identification of those booked 
orders for which payment is authorized." Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that 
independent clamis 1, 25. 48 and 67 are allowable over the cited references for at least the 
reasons set forth above. 

B. Schelct and Langhammer 

The Examiner concedes that Savage fails to teach subsidiaries and an order environment. 
However, the Examiner alleges that Schlect teaches a consoUdated billing system in which 
resources are provided by a single resource provider (coliunn 9. lines 34-52). The Examiner 
alleges that "[tjhese resources can be tracked, presented and billed separately for individual 
companies or combined into one mvoice (column 15. lines 8-39 and column 24, lines 2040)." 
Further, die Examiner alleges that "Langhammer teaches a merchant-affiliated direct wholesale 
marketing and fiiKilhnent system in which orders taken at one seUer coiresponding to multiple 
affiUated wholesalers are consolidated mto a single mvoice as weU as payment allocation (page 
8. paragraph 0077 and page 8, paragraph -78). The Examiner alleges that Langhammer also 
teaches providing unique identifiers associated with an invoice (page 7, paragraph 0075). The 
Examiner alleges that "[i]t would have been obvious to one of oidmary skill in the art at the time 
of the AppUcanfs invention to modify Savage to mclude the teachmgs of Schelect and 
Langhammer because they all teach consolidating invoices for consumers that make multiple 
purchases from more than one seller and the consolidation of the invoices." 

Applicant respectfuUy submits, however, that neither Schlect nor Langhammer make up 
for Savage's deficiencies set forth above. Further, Applicant respectfully submits that Schlecfs 
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disclosure of tracking and pfesentiiig resources "for individual companies or combined into one 
invoice" does not teach or suggest the specific step of "receiving two or more orders from at 
least one buyer, the orders corresponding to more than one subsidiary of the seller." In 
particular, there is nothing in Schlect that states that the "more than one companies" are 
subsidiaries, as required in claims 1 and 67. Moreover, Applicant respectfully submits that the 
Examiner has not set forth a proper motivation to combine the references. Applicant respectftjlly 
submits that Savage does not teach or suggest the modification of its system and method of 
combined biUing of multiple accounts on a single statement to be able to receive orders from 
"more than one company." Accordingly. Applicant respectfully submits that the proposed 
motivation to combine is improper. 

Regarding Langhammer. Applicant respectfijUy submits that it does not teach or suggest 
the specific step of "receiving two or more orders from at least one buyer," as expressly recited 
in the independent claims. To the extent the Examiner reUes upon Langhammer to reject 
dependent claims 91-94, Applicant respectflilly submits that Langhammer does not teach or 
suggest the specific step of "assigning a unique reference number to the consolidated invoice to 
enable tracking and invoice management." as set forth in each of claims 91-94. Moreover. 
Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner has not set forth a proper moUvadon to 
combine tlie references. Accordingly. Applicant requests that the improper pending obviousness 
rejection be withdrawn. 

C. Claims 13, 23, 35, 42, 79, 80 and 89-'"Codes" 

Regarding claims 13. 23, 35, 42, 79, 80 and 89, die Examiner asserts that "Savage fails to 
teach entering a reason code," but alleges that "Remington teaches the use of reason codes when 
disputing a transaction in a billing environment (column 11, Hnes 48-55)." Further, flie 
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Examiner alleges that Verderamo "teaches the use of reason codes when disputing a transaction 
in a billing environment (column 4, lines 37-48)." The Examiner asserts, therefore, "that it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the AppUcanfs 
invention to modify the teachings of Savage, Schlect and Langharmser to include the reason 
code teachings because they aU reach invoice analysis and exceptions so that the consumer is not 
charged i or transactions they would like to dispute." However, Applicant respectfully submits 
that neither Remington nor Verderamo - alone or in combination - teaches or suggests the 
specific limitations of claims 13. 23. 35. 42. 79. 80 and 89 lelaiing to codes. Rather, Applicant 
respectfuUy submits that while Remington and Verderamo generally disclose the use of reason 
codes, they do not specifically disclose the limiations of claims 13, 23, 35, 42. 79, 80 and 89 as it 
relates to reason codes. For example, neither Remington nor Verderamo teaches or suggests any 
feature or functionality that specifically relates to an "indication [that] includes the act of 
entering a code corresponding to a reason payment is being approved or denied for a sub-invoice 
item." as set forth in claim 13. The limitations of claims 23, 35. 42, 79, 80 and 89 are also not 
disclosed by Remington or Verderamo. 
D, Independent Claim 65 

Regarding independent claim 65 (and other claims), the Examiner asserts that Savage 
teaches "receiving the authorized payment, disaggregating the received payment to associate 
portions of the received payment with one or more selling sub-entities; processing the received 
payment to update an accounts receivable system, generating at least one fiinding report, 
delivering the at least one funding report to die respective sub-entities; and transferring the 
disaggregated funds to financial accounts for the corresponding sub-entities (page 15, paragraph 
01 10-0111 and page 16, paragraph 0113)." 
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Applicants respectfully submit, however, that Savage does not teach or suggest the steps 

of "disaggregating the received payment to associate portions of the received payment with one 

or more selUng sub^ntities; processing the received payment to update an accounts receivable 

system, generating at least one funding report, delivering the at least one funding report to the 

respective sub-entities; and dransferring the disaggregated funds to financial accounts for the 

corresponding sub-entities," as expressly recited in independent claim 65. The excerpts from 

Savage cited by the Examiner as purpoitedly teaching these limitations merely disclose the 

presentation of a single bill, the receipt of payment, and the performance of various analyses: 

In an embodiment of the present invention, the statement generation system 164 
takes the charges from the retail company aggregator 124 and the credit cani 154 
and the telephony 152 direct feeds, places them on a single bUl, and applies any 
overall financial instimtion discounts. The system 164 renders and deliver a bill 
to the customer 110 in tlic customer's prefened format. The retaU company 
charges are combined with credit card and telephony charges. In a combined bill 
for the customer 1 10 the retaU company charges are combined with the customer's 
credit card charges and any direct telephony charges for the billing cycle. Any 
financial instimtion overall discounts are applied. Any overaU financial institution 
discounts based on the retail company plus the financial instimtion plus telephony 
purchases by the individual customer are applied. A discount is given to the 
customer 1 10 for receiving a combined bill. Financial institution affinity points 
are calculated and applied. The appUcable affinity points offered by the financial 
institution 100 or telephony for the customer based on the overaU retail company 
plus financial institution plus telephony purchases are calculated. The bill or 
statement is rendered in the format desired by the customer 1 10 and deUvered to 
the customer 1 10 by paper invoice, electronic (Web based) invoice, or electronic 
(CD-ROM or floppy) invoice. FIGS. 24-29 show a sample of the combined 
statement generated for the customer 1 10 by the statement generation system 164 
for an embodiment of the present invention. FIG. 30 depicts the annual 
expenditures by industry. 

hi an embodiment of the present invention, the payment processing system 
receives payments, posts payments to account, and processes. Payments are 
received, for example, by check, autopay, or the Intemet. Payments are vaUdated 
and exceptions are processed. Payments are posted to accounts by applying 
payment amounts to accounts and decreasing the balance in accordance to the 
amount paid. Processing address changes mcludes receiving address changes and 
applywg address changes to the customer database 184. The receivable 
management system involves financing: account management, risk management, 
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and collections. Financing includes, for example, identifying client charges 
applying pncmg rules, forwarding payment to clients, and performing audits, as 
well as funding. *^ * ' 



well as funding. 

=t * * 



Li an embodiment of the present invention, marketing analysis includes 
perfoiining behavioral analysis, such as perfonning modeling to identify customer 
behavior tendencies and publishing reports; and performing financial analysis, 
such as performing analysis for marketing results reporting and publishing 
repom. Program management involves managing test plans, such as managing the 
implementation of market tests, publishing status reports and identifying and 
resolving implementation issues; implementing market plans, such as managing 
the miplenientation of market tests, publishing status reports, and identifying and 
resolving unplementation issues; and publishing marketing reports, such as 
providing system infrastructure to capture performance data and publishing 
performance reports. 

See Savage, Pages 15, J s 01 10 and 01 11 and Page 16, <|[ Oil 3. 

In particular, AppUcants respectfiiUy submit that there is no teaching or suggestion of the 
steps of "disaggregating the received payment to associate portions of the received payment wUh 
one or more selUng sub~entities ; processing the received payment to update an accounts 
receivable system , generating at least one funding report, delivering the at least one fimriinp 
report to the respective sub-entities ; and transferring the disaggregated funds to financial 
accounts for the corresponding suh-entiHRs," as expressly recited in claim 65. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfiUly submits that independent claim 65 (and its dependent 
claims) is aUowable over the cited references for at least the reasons set forth above. 

£. Claims 24, 66, and 90 

Regarding claims 24, 66 and 90, the Examiner asserts that "Savage faUs to teach funding 
a subsidiary corresponding to a holding account via a foreign exchange if the incremental 
funding account equals or exceeds a predetermined total when combined with a holding account 
amount." However, the Examiner takes "Official Notice ... that funding accounts is old and well 
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known in the art." The Examiner further asserts, therefore, that "it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of 
Savage and including funding a subsidiary corresponding to a holding account via a foreign 
exchange if the incremental funding amount equals or exceeds a predetermined total when 
combined with a holding account amount because it is an efficient manner of allocating funds to 
subsidiaries." 

Applicant traverses this rejection because diere is no support in the record for the 
conclusion that die identified features are "old and weU known." In accordance widi MPEP § 
2144.03, Applicants respectfully request xhat the Examiner cite a reference in support of his 
position. 

As set forth above, therefore. Applicant respectfully submits that Savage does not teach 
or suggest each and every limitation of die pending claims. In addition. AppHcant respectfully 
submits tiiat there is no motivation to modify Savage in the manner described by the Examiner. 
In view of die foregoing, it is respectfully requested that the aforementioned obviousness 
rejection of claims 13, 21-24, 35, 41, 42, 65, 66, 79, 80 and 87-90 be witiidrawn. 

F. Dependent Claims 

CJaims 2-24, 26-47, 49-64. 68-90, and 91-94 are dependent upon independent claim 1, 
25. 48 or 67. Thus, since independent claims 1. 25, 48 and 67 should be allowable as discussed 
above, claims 2-24. 26^7, 49-64. 68-90, and 91-94 should also be allowable at least by virtue of 
their dependency on independent claim 1, 25, 48 or 67. Moreover, these claims recite additional 
features which arc not claimed, disclosed, or even suggested by the cited references taken eitiier 
alone or in combination. For example, claims 91-95 further recite die step of "assigning a unique 
reference number to die consolidated invoice to enable tracking and invoice management" or 

15 
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:wherein the received funds include an assigned reference number corresponding to a 
consolidated monthly statement." Applicant respectfully submits that Savage does not teach or 
suggest any of Ae features or functionality recited in new claims 91-95. In particular. Applicant 
respectfuny submits that Savage does not teach or suggest any feature or functionaUty that 
"assign[s] a unique reference number to the consoUdated invoice to enable traddng and invoice 
management" or "wherein the received funds include an assigned reference number 
corresponding to a consoUdated monthly statement." as set forth in new claims 91-95, 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully requested that the aforementioned obviousness 
rejection of claims 1-90 be withdrawn. 



m 



n. CONCLUSIOIV 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submined that the present application is : 
condition for allowance, and an early indication of the same is courteously solicited. The 
Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned by telephone at the below listed 
telephone num ber, in order to expedite resolution of any issues and to expedite passage of the 
present application to issue, if any comments, questions, or suggestions arise in connection with 
the present application. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 CFR § 1.136 is 
hereby made. 

Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, 
including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account No. 50-0206, and please credit any excess 
fees to the same deposit account 

Respectfully submitted, 
16 
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